Background {#Sec1}
==========

Many low- and middle-income countries are experiencing an epidemiological transition from communicable to non-communicable diseases \[[@CR7]\]. This has negative consequences for their human capital development, and imposes a growing economic burden on their societies \[[@CR26]\]. While the prevalence of such diseases varies with socioeconomic status, the inequalities can be exacerbated by adopted lifestyles of individuals. Evidence based assessment of this relationship is useful for policies towards reducing unhealthy behaviours. A number of studies have examined the effects and contributions of lifestyle factors such as tobacco use, harmful use of alcohol and obesity on income-related inequalities in health \[[@CR4], [@CR45]\]. Evidence from these studies has been important for the formulation of anti-smoking and alcohol policies. While such research provides evidence on the overall contribution of these factors on income-related inequality in self-reported health (SRH) and mortality, they do not explore their contribution to specific lifestyle-related diseases. In addition, self-reported health is a subjective evaluation of people's general health status \[[@CR34]\] rather than an objective measure \[[@CR57]\]. This paper expands the analysis of the contributions of smoking and alcohol consumption to income-related inequality in health by incorporating more objective measures of health that are directly associated to these lifestyle practices. The main argument in this paper is that using SRH as a measure underestimates the contributions of smoking and alcohol use to income-related inequality in health. It should be noted that self-reported health and self-assessed health are used interchangeably in this paper.

The idea from the growing body of literature is that the gradient in inequality in health between the poor and the rich is likely to depend on differences in lifestyle. The hypothesis is that unhealthy practices have negative health effects and if concentrated among the poor, socioeconomic-related inequalities in health will widen \[[@CR10], [@CR13], [@CR45]\]. In this regard, the important contribution of education, occupation, and age \[[@CR27]\] and social determinants of health \[[@CR2]\] on income-related inequality in health have been examined empirically. Studies that have attempted to examine the contribution of lifestyle factors such as smoking, alcohol use and obesity on income-related health inequality, have done so without considering health outcomes that may be directly associated with these factors \[[@CR38], [@CR45]\]. This paper contributes to the existing literature by considering health outcomes that are directly associated with smoking and harmful alcohol use.

Globally, over 63% of all deaths are attributable to non-communicable diseases (NCDs), and over 6 million premature deaths each year are attributed to smoking-related ill-health, making tobacco use the leading avoidable risk factor for NCDs \[[@CR18], [@CR33], [@CR54]\]. While reducing premature mortality from NCDs is now on the post-2015 development agenda, it is estimated that by 2030, deaths from NCDs will be five times higher than deaths from communicable diseases in low- and middle-income countries \[[@CR36]\]. The rapid acceleration of the NCDs is mainly due to lifestyle changes, including smoking and harmful alcohol use. In South Africa, it is estimated that tackling lifestyle risk factors associated with NCDs could reduce premature disability and mortality by 20% \[[@CR3]\]. The prevention of NCDs is considerably more effective and less costly than their treatment \[[@CR12]\]. The priority of many health care systems, including the National Health System in South Africa, is to mitigate inequalities in health, partly by reducing unhealthy behaviours of individuals. Smoking and alcohol interventions since the democratic transition in 1994, in South Africa have reduced levels of smoking and harmful alcohol use, but the declines are not evenly distributed across income quintiles (see Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"}). This necessitate the need to examine how the uneven distribution of the decline in smoking and alcohol use contribute to inequality in related health outcomes.Table 1The distribution of disease burden by income quintileWave 1Wave 2Diease TypePoorestPoorMiddleRichRichestUnweightedWeightedPoorestPoorMiddleRichRichestUnweightedWeightedIndependent Variables (smoking and Alcohol use) Individual is a current smoker16.5921.5325.0423.2113.633,2795,967,85318.5524.4725.7921.0010.182,6525,390,039 Individual drinks alcohol15.2919.5623.4822.1919.475,36210,409,44219.1322.9024.4120.3413.224,77310,134,185Dependent Variables (Health outcomes) Diagnosed of tuberculosis25.8626.7226.2917.1004.026961,017,96625.0031.6821.8917.8603.57644978,551 Have high blood pressure17.2023.662.2720.8113.062,4893,819,94617.5225.4625.2220.9710.842,1413,541,095 Diagnosed of diabetes12.1921.5826.1925.0414.99607987,40116.7925.3423.9720.9212.986551,108,548 Diagnosed of stroke16.0325.6428.8519.2310.26156251,01316.6727.0825.0023.6107.64144215,720 Diagnosed of heart diseases15.5123.0623.4722.4515.51490837,91815.6426.0723.3121.7813.19326573,867 Diagnosed of cancer09.7814.1316.3020.6539.1392201,80814.6718.6712.0020.0034.6775214,723 Have persistent cough22.4325.5724.1118.9708.921,8503,093,47520.9825.5524.3620.9808.121,6873,317,332 Experienced depression27.2225.5322.2416.7508.267,38712,934,47128.4527.5721.6015.8306.556,58311,200,000 Experienced chest pain24.7028.2324.4217.4705.181,7572,786,53923.3429.4324.0517.8805.301,2642,095,576 Self-reported poor health22.3726.6425.8919.3805.723,3034,975,16123.0228.8024.7317.9105.542,1113,174,550Wave 3Wave 4PoorestPoorMiddleRichRichestUnweightedWeightedPoorestPoorMiddleRichRichestUnweightedWeightedIndependent Variables (smoking and Alcohol use) Individual is a current smoker17.9925.4226.0719.6210.893,2416,209,22719.3825.1926.6919.339.404,2677,115,620 Individual drinks alcohol18.7224.7223.1919.0814.305,88711,350,75220.4024.7523.7919.1011.969,24016,064,962Dependent Variables (Health outcomes) Diagnosed of tuberculosis27.0629.8822.9415.6904.439941,499,84827.2029.3323.6314.0105.828421,190,834 Have high blood pressure20.0426.5224.2218.0211.203,2245,096,33023.1425.8723.4217.6409.932,1653,373,811 Diagnosed of diabetes19.6525.4721.7419.4213.728601,449,37317.9724.9620.6321.3015.146011,239,479 Diagnosed of stroke17.0731.2226.3419.5105.85205265,00626.3628.6427.7312.7304.55220327,007 Diagnosed of heart diseases17.5627.5421.5621.9611.38501816,78923.5925.9025.9015.6408.97390634,708 Diagnosed of cancer10.6828.1617.4825.2418.45103192,77223.1925.6017.8716.4316.91207459,566 Have persistent cough24.0429.8823.7015.0308.163,2745,030,60027.4226.4623.2615.7507.112,8124,436,501 Experienced depression28.6128.0121.1015.5006.788,27213,100,00026.6625.7121.9517.0308.6510,10315,600,000 Experienced chest pain26.5729.4122.4815.5506.001,8332,722,35126.5827.0624.1715.7406.452,0773,271,733 Self-reported poor health22.6429.6326.0715.4706.202,2753,481,26325.3528.6724.3614.6009.452,2753,797,960

Evidence still points to wide inequalities in the distribution of health in South Africa, with those at the top end of the socioeconomic scale having better health outcomes \[[@CR1], [@CR2]\]. Two in every five deaths in South Africa are related to NCDs, with a high prevalence attributed to avoidable risk factors such as tobacco use and alcohol consumption \[[@CR52]\]. Socioeconomic-related inequalities in health are particularly widened by the ongoing prevalence of NCDs among poor South Africans, and the likely consequence of health-damaging behaviours and living conditions. While there has been a decline in both smoking and per capita alcohol consumption in the last two decades, there is little evidence on how this has affected inequalities in health, and whether income-related health inequality from such behaviours are concentrated among the poor or the rich. An analysis of the contributions of tobacco and alcohol use to health is essential for policies that can improve health outcomes and reduce health inequalities and the growing economic burden of risky lifestyles in developing countries.

The optimal level of alcohol consumption is not zero, since it has both beneficial and harmful effects on health. Evidence suggests that overall, harmful and excessive alcohol consumption is the third most important risk factor contributing to NCDs, injuries, and communicable diseases \[[@CR53]\]. The effects of alcohol use on health are dependent on the pattern of drinking and the volume of alcohol consumed. In South Africa, alcohol consumption has a long social history and the industry is now an integral part of the economy, creating employment opportunities and contributing about 1.7% to government revenue each year. The costs of drunken driving accidents, alcohol-related medical costs, alcohol-induced domestic violence, and premature death from alcohol induced illnesses have made the industry responsible for much misery in the country. The adult per capita consumption is 11 l of pure alcohol and the average consumption per drinker of about 27.1 l of absolute alcohol is among the highest in the world \[[@CR53]\]. Over 45% of drinkers in South Africa are weekly heavy episodic drinkers, showing a peculiar and hazardous pattern of drinking \[[@CR51]\].

Data and Method {#Sec2}
===============

The analysis is based on data from the four waves of the National Income Dynamic Study (NIDS). This includes Wave 1 (conducted in 2008), Wave 2 (2010--2011), Wave 3 (2012) and Wave 4 (2014--2015). NIDS is a national representative panel survey repeated with the same household members every two years, tracking changes in the well-being of individuals and households over time. Individuals are interviewed on a range of topics, including their socioeconomic status, disease profile, and lifestyle attributes. Our analysis focuses on individuals aged 15 years and older. The sample sizes vary across waves, depending on the number of Continuing Sample Members and Temporary Sample Members. We consider the four available waves to explore the dynamics between income-related health inequality and cigarette smoking and alcohol consumption.

Measurement of income {#Sec3}
---------------------

We use two measures of income, namely, household per capita income, and household income per equivalent adult. Using aggregate income of households to make comparisons may be deceptive, since households differ in size and demographic composition. Comparison of household income requires some form of normalisation. The simplest way is by comparing household per capita income by taking household total income as a ratio of household size. The assumption in this approach is that the cost of a child is equivalent to the cost of an adult. However, a more complex approach is required to control for household demographic make-up. We do this by converting household income to household income per "equivalent adult". This method assumes that the general cost of a child is smaller than the cost of an additional adult.

For household income per adult equivalent, if *E* is an index for household needs, then *E* is likely to depend on age of household members and the household size. If *AE* is the adult equivalent household income and *X* is the unadjusted household income, then *AE* = ^*X*^ */E*. While there are several formulations for *E*, we use the double parameter class of equivalence scales of Cutler and Katz \[[@CR14]\], given by *E* = (*N* ~*A*~ + *cN* ~*c*~)^*θ*^. Where *N* ~*A*~ is for adults and *N* ~*c*~ is for children; *c* is a parameter for the cost of a child relative to that of an adult and *θ* measures overall economies of scales within the household. Children are counted as adults if *c* = 1 \[[@CR11]\]. In most cases, the values of *c* and *θ* are between 0 and 1. In the context of South Africa, most researchers tend to set *c* = 0*.*5 and *θ* = 0*.*9 as proposed by Deaton in 1993 (see, \[[@CR37]\]). Using a variety of combinations of *c* and *θ* for meaningful comparisons by Woolard and Leibbrandt \[[@CR56]\] the results were not significantly different from the bench marked values of *c* = 0*.*5 and *θ* = 0*.*9.

Measurement of health {#Sec4}
---------------------

We explore the contribution of cigarette smoking and alcohol consumption to income-related health inequality using a range of health indicators. The indicators are selected based on their availability in the data-sets used and their likely association with the chosen health-related behaviours (smoking and harmful alcohol use). The following health outcomes were analysed: Diagnosed with tuberculosis, diagnosed with high blood pressure, diagnosed with diabetes, diagnosed with stroke, diagnosed with heart problems, diagnosed with cancer, having persistent cough, experiencing depression, and experiencing chest pain. Information on these indicators, though reported by the respondents, are based on medical diagnoses, and can be regarded as objective measures of health. All health measures are defined as binary outcomes equivalent to 1 if the respondent reported to be diagnosed of a particular disease. For a more generic measure, we use principal component analysis to reduce these indicators to a single index value for health status.

The World Health Organisation (WHO) defines health as the state of complete physical, mental, and social well-being, and not just the absence of disease or infirmity. Based on this definition, it is difficult to find a measure that collapses the separate dimensions of health into one construct. The international literature indicates that individuals consider all dimension of health when asked to evaluate their health. The literature shows that self-assessed health is a strong predictor of mortality and health care utilisation \[[@CR6], [@CR28], [@CR30], [@CR46]\]. Self-assessed health is one of the closest measures that captures all dimensions of health, and is frequently used in health inequality literature. We conduct a sensitivity analysis by including self-assessed health as part of our health measure. This variable takes the value 1 if an individual reported excellent, very good or good health and zero if they report their health as fair or poor. The results are consistent across all measures, with individuals from poor households more likely to report ill health than those from rich households, and with alcohol and tobacco consumption contributing positively to income-related inequality in health.

Alcohol- and smoking-related disease profiles {#Sec5}
---------------------------------------------

In this section we discuss how the considered health conditions are associated with smoking and alcohol use. The bioactive compounds in nicotine have far-ranging effects on human health. For example, nicotinic receptors are found not only in the brain, but throughout the body, such as in muscle, lungs, kidneys, and skin \[[@CR29], [@CR31]\]. Evidence suggests a strong and positive relationship between smoking and alcohol use on tuberculosis \[[@CR23], [@CR32]\], with greater risk among individuals who are both smokers and drinkers \[[@CR21]\]. Murray et al. \[[@CR39]\] showed that smoking is a strong predictor of lung cancer, and the associated risk from smokeless tobacco is less than the risk from smoking traditional tobacco products \[[@CR9]\]. The risk of having cardiovascular heart diseases is high at all levels of cigarette smoking, even at fewer than five cigarettes per day \[[@CR42]\]. Evidence from epidemiologic and pathogenesis studies support a potential causal relationship between smoking and type 2 diabetes \[[@CR58]\]. Even after controlling for age, hypertension, and cardiovascular disease risk factors, Wolf et al. \[[@CR55]\] showed that smoking was significantly related to the incidence of stroke. Using a structural equation modelling, Boden et al. \[[@CR8]\] suggest that nicotine dependence leads to increased risk of depression.

Unlike smoking, alcohol use has both beneficial and detrimental effects on diabetes and some cardiovascular diseases, depending on the patterns and volumes of alcohol consumed. Evidence suggests a strong relationship between ethanol and cancers \[[@CR41]\]. Systematic reviews have shown that alcohol consumption increases the risk of developing cancer (see \[[@CR19], [@CR43]\]). The effects of alcohol use on diabetes are dose dependent and the risk of type 2 diabetes reduces with moderate alcohol use (see \[[@CR5]\]). Excessive alcohol consumption may increase body weight, the concentration of fats in the blood, and blood pressure \[[@CR50]\]. A review by Rehm et al. \[[@CR40]\] shows the risk of depression is two- to three-fold higher among alcohol users. Harmful alcohol use affects multiple aspects of the cardiovascular system, and increases the risk of hypertension, heart disease, and stroke \[[@CR22]\].

Measure of health inequality {#Sec8}
----------------------------

We use the health concentration index (CI) to examine the extent of income-related inequality in the distribution of ill-health across the population \[[@CR48]\]. Unlike the Gini index, which measures inequalities in health, the CI is a bivariate measure of inequality in health status related to the ranking of (an)other variable(s) (in our case income or smoking). The CI lies between −1 and +1, and it takes a positive value when income-related inequality favours the rich and negative values if it favours the poor \[[@CR48]\]. The value of CI will be zero, if the population's ill-health is evenly concentrated along the distribution of income or if, on average, the positive and negative effects across the distribution cancel out. The index is −1 if all ill-health in a population is concentrated among the poor and +1 if all ill-health is concentrated among the rich (see, \[[@CR1], [@CR44]\]).

The advantage of the standard CI is that it provides the possibility of summarising the extent of inequality in a single measure that can be used to compare inequality levels over time, and across countries and groups. However, the standard CI may not be a good measure for comparing inequality between countries and over time, if the health indicators are bounded \[[@CR47]\]. For dichotomous outcome variables, the bounds of the CI depend on the mean (*μ*) of the variable and lies between *μ* − 1 and 1 − *μ*. While Wagstaff \[[@CR47]\], suggests normalisation of the CI using (1 − *μ*), Erreygers \[[@CR16]\] argues that this is an *ad hoc* procedure and proposes the use of a corrected concentration index (CCI) with the claim that it satisfies level independence (that is an equal increment of health for all individuals does not affect the value of the index). All health outcomes used in this paper are binary and bounded in nature (between 0 and 1), and therefore to be able to compare our inequality indices over time, we use the CCI proposed by \[[@CR16]\]. The CCI is written as:$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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Where *μ* is mean health status, *C* is the standard CI, *b* is the maximum level of health (1) and *a* is the minimum level of the health variable (0).

Decomposition of the CCI by Factors (alcohol use and smoking) {#Sec9}
-------------------------------------------------------------

The standard CI can be decomposed to net out the contribution of different covariates to income-related health inequality using a regression technique \[[@CR15], [@CR49]\]. The CCI is a modification of the standard CI, to satisfy the desired properties of a rank dependent index, and can be decomposed using the same technique as the CI. First, the regression analysis expresses the health variables as a function of its determinants as follows:$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
                \usepackage{amsmath}
                \usepackage{wasysym} 
                \usepackage{amsfonts} 
                \usepackage{amssymb} 
                \usepackage{amsbsy}
                \usepackage{mathrsfs}
                \usepackage{upgreek}
                \setlength{\oddsidemargin}{-69pt}
                \begin{document}$$ {h}_i=\alpha +{\sum}_k{\beta}_{k i}{x}_{k i}+{\varepsilon}_i $$\end{document}$$

Where *h* ~*i*~ is the health status of individual *i*, *x* ~*k*~ is a set of demographic characteristics, and socioeconomic factors, including cigarette smoking and alcohol consumption, *α* is the constant and *ε* ~*i*~ is the error term. The decomposed CCI is the weighted sum of the CI for each health covariate. The weights are the partial effects and the CCI can be re-written as:$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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Where ¯*x* ~*k*~ and *CI* ~*k*~ are the means of *x* ~*k*~ and CI respectively, *GC* ~*k*~ and *GC* ~*ε*~ are the generalised concentration indices for *x* ~*k*~ and the error term. This allows us to estimate the contribution of cigarette smoking and alcohol consumption to income-related inequalities in health. The overall contribution of each of these factors to income-related inequalities in the respective health outcomes is the product of three separate components, namely, the coefficient (*β* ~*k*~); the prevalence of each variable given by its mean (*x* ^¯^ ~*k*~); and the distribution of the variable across income groups, given by the concentration index (*CI* ~*k*~)*,* multiplied by four.

The approaches for decomposing bivariate rank dependent indices \[[@CR16], [@CR49]\] are one-dimensional, ignoring the covariance between health and income \[[@CR17]\]. In addition, most of these approaches focus on procedures that give little thought to identification strategies \[[@CR20]\], are not explicit about the parameter of interest, and require identifying assumptions \[[@CR17], [@CR24], [@CR35]\]. To address these limitations, Erreygers and Kessels \[[@CR17]\] and Kessels et al. \[[@CR35]\] develop a set of two-dimensional indices that consider the covariance between health and income. Heckley et al. \[[@CR24]\] also propose the use of a regression-based decomposition of a bivariate rank dependent index that relaxes some identifying assumptions of the decomposition of Wagstaff et al. \[[@CR49]\], stating clearly the parameter of interest and the underlying assumptions. This approach is a suitable method for determining the causal effect of a covariate on the index, and a useful descriptive decomposition method when no causal inference is made, but relies on a suitable identification strategy \[[@CR24]\]. These approaches are potential ways to acknowledge the bivariate nature of such inequality indices. However, the requirements of such structural equation modelling are data demanding (it requires two instrumental variables for health and for rank (income) respectively) limiting their application (see \[[@CR24]\]).

Results {#Sec10}
=======

The means and smoking-related health inequality indices of each health indicator by wave, presented in Table [2](#Tab2){ref-type="table"} provide interesting basis for over time comparison. The means of some health indicators, such as tuberculosis, stroke, and cancer, are higher for respondents in Wave 4 than in Wave 1, but are lower for high blood pressure, heart diseases, and self-reported health. Depression has the highest mean values, ranging from 40% in Wave 2 to 51% in Wave 4, and cancer has the lowest mean values, ranging from 0.3% in Wave 2 to 2% in Wave 4. The proportion of those with self-reported poor health decreased by 28% between Wave 1 and Wave 4, indicating an improvement in health over the period. Conversely, the health index for smoking-related diseases suggests a deterioration over the period. The results show that there is a smoking gradient in health, for all four waves, for both smoking intensity (average number of cigarettes smoked a day) and smoking duration (the number of years an individual has been a smoker). NIDs did not collect data on duration and intensity of alcohol consumption. This limits the assessment of alcohol-related inequality in health.Table 2Mean health and smoking-related health inequality by disease type and by wavePanel AWave 1Wave 2All smokersSmoking intensitySmoking durationAll smokersSmoking intensitySmoking durationVariableObsMeanCCIISECCIageSEObsMeanCCIISECCIageSE Diagnosed of tuberculosis3,2710.0480.001(0.009)0.060\*\*\*(0.009)2,6400.0440.038\*\*\*(0.009)0.037\*\*\*(0.010) Have high blood pressure3,2740.1120.053\*\*\*(0.013)0.233\*\*\*(0.012)2,6360.0770.043\*\*\*(0.013)0.195\*\*\*(0.013) Diagnosed of diabetes3,2670.0210.021\*\*\*(0.006)0.057\*\*\*(0.007)2,6330.0190.018\*\*(0.007)0.053\*\*\*(0.007) Diagnosed of stroke3,2680.0080.000(0.004)0.016\*\*\*(0.004)2,6450.0070.001(0.004)0.015\*\*\*(0.003) Diagnosed of heart diseases3,2660.0260.028\*\*\*(0.006)0.054\*\*\*(0.006)2,6380.0150.009(0.006)0.038\*\*\*(0.006) Diagnosed of cancer3,2650.0050.019\*\*\*(0.004)0.022\*\*\*(0.004)2,6430.0030.002(0.004)0.021\*\*\*(0.004) Have persistent cough3,2590.1310.028\*\*(0.013)0.077\*\*\*(0.013)2,6460.166−0.005(0.016)0.095\*\*\*(0.017) Experienced depression3,2700.460−0.065\*\*\*(0.019)−0.021(0.019)2,6320.395−0.168\*\*\*(0.21)−0.065\*\*\*(0.022) Experienced chest pain3,2530.1140.008(0.012)0.082\*\*\*(0.013)2,6480.104−0.013(0.013)0.099\*\*\*(0.014) Self-reported poor health3,2590.1760.024\*\*\*(0.015)0.270\*\*\*(0.015)2,6510.101−0.001(0.014)0.145\*\*\*(0.014) Health index3,207−0.0780.019\*\*\*(0.006)0.089\*\*\*(0.005)2,5620.086−0.002(0.007)0.085\*\*\*(0.007)Panel BWave 3Wave 4All smokersSmoking intensitySmoking durationAll smokersSmoking intensitySmoking durationObsMeanCCIISECCIageSEObsMeanCCISECCIageSE Diagnosed of tuberculosis3,2350.0720.010(0.010)0.056\*\*\*(0.010)4,0380.0560.021\*\*\*(0.008)0.022\*\*\*(0.008) Have high blood pressure3,2320.1390.067\*\*\*(0.014)0.280\*\*\*(0.013)3,8970.0980.025\*\*(0.011)0.186\*\*\*(0.011) Diagnosed of diabetes3,2310.0300.048\*\*\*(0.008)0.093\*\*\*(0.008)4,1760.0270.022\*\*\*(0.006)0.073\*\*\*(0.006) Diagnosed of stroke3,2350.0060.004(0.003)0.012\*\*\*(0.003)4,2400.0100.003(0.004)0.032\*\*\*(0.004) Diagnosed of heart diseases3,2380.0410.026\*\*\*(0.008)0.086\*\*\*(0.008)4,1790.0200.014\*\*\*(0.005)0.039\*\*\*(0.005) Diagnosed of cancer3,2360.0070.012\*\*(0.003)0.012\*\*\*(0.003)4,2500.0160.035\*\*\*(0.005)0.010\*\*(0.004) Have persistent cough3,2390.2110.023(0.016)0.118\*\*\*(0.016)4,2650.1680.015(0.012)0.059\*\*\*(0.012) Experienced depression3,2220.451−0.064\*\*\*(0.019)−0.022(0.020)4,2630.505−0.071\*\*\*(0.017)−0.022(0.016) Experienced chest pain3,2390.1120.000(0.012)0.042\*\*\*(0.013)4,2640.1280.012(0.011)0.093\*\*\*(0.011) Self-reported poor health3,2380.1370.061\*\*\*(0.013)0.203\*\*\*(0.013)4,2620.1260.022\*\*(0.011)0.193\*\*\*(0.011) Health index3,1850.1170.023\*\*\*(0.006)0.087\*\*\*(0.006)3,6060.1850.006\*\*(0.017)0.050\*\*\*(0.003)Notes: Results presented in this table are corrected concentration indices for smoking-related health inequality. The health indicators are all binary outcomes equivalent to 1 if the respondent is diagnosed of a given disease. The health index is continuous with high values representing poor health outcomes. The cigarette smoking variables are both continuous. Positive values of smoking-related health inequality indices indicate that poor health is concentrated among heavy smokers and those with longer smoking duration. \*\*\*Statistically significant at the 1% level; statistically significant at the 5% level; \*statistically significant at the 10% level

The corrected concentration indices for both smoking intensity and smoking duration are generally positive and significantly different from zero, indicating that poor health is concentrated among heavy smokers and those with longer smoking duration. There are substantial differences in the level of inequality between health indicators and across waves. The magnitudes of the inequality estimates are generally higher when smoking duration rather than smoking intensity is used and are consistent between the health indicators and across waves. Smoking-related inequality in self-reported health decreased from 0.270 in Wave 1 to 0.193 in Wave 4 for smoking duration and from 0.024 to 0.022 for smoking intensity. Similarly, smoking-related inequality in the health index decreased from 0.089 in Wave 1 to 0.050 in Wave 4 for smoking duration and from 0.019 to 0.006 for smoking intensity. This confirms that tobacco consumption is hazardous at all levels and smoking-related health effects are more time than intensity dependent.

The means and income-related health inequality estimates for each health indicator by wave are reported in Table [3](#Tab3){ref-type="table"}. The proportion of respondents self-reporting poor health decreased from 0.177 in Wave 1 to 0.108 in Wave 4, indicating an improvement in average health status. Using the health index, we find that the means range between −0.125 and 0.034, indicating an increase prevalence of non-communicable diseases (note that higher values of the index signify poor health). The distribution of smoking prevalence, alcohol consumption, and disease burden by income quintile is presented in Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"}. The prevalence of smoking and alcohol use is primarily among those in the lower income quintiles. On the other hand, those in the highest income quintile (richest) are less than proportionally represented in the prevalence of smoking and alcohol use.Table 3Mean health and income-related health inequality by disease type and by wavePanel A: Using household per capita incomeWave 1Wave 2Wave 3Wave 4VariablesObsMeanCCISEObsMeanCCISEObsMeanCCISEObsMeanCCISE Diagnosed of tuberculosis15,5520.036−0.028\*\*\*(0.003)17,5510.031−0.020\*\*\*(0.003)18,6730.047−0.028\*\*\*(0.004)21,9370.035−0.025\*\*\*(0.003) Have high blood pressure15,5620.1350.023\*\*\*(0.006)17,5220.1130.038\*\*\*(0.006)18,6660.1610.043\*\*\*(0.006)20,3580.1060.023\*\*\*(0.005) Diagnosed of diabetes15,5270.0350.024\*\*\*(0.003)17,5360.0350.021\*\*\*(0.003)18,6380.0460.028\*\*\*(0.004)22,0340.0360.034\*\*\*(0.003) Diagnosed of stroke15,5270.009−0.004\*\*(0.002)17,5640.0070.002(0.001)18,6820.008−0.004\*\*(0.002)22,5750.009−0.002(0.001) Diagnosed of heart diseases15,5140.030−0.013\*\*\*(0.003)17,5360.018−0.012\*\*\*(0.002)18,6730.026−0.014\*\*\*(0.003)22,3560.018−0.002(0.002) Diagnosed of cancer15,5050.0070.013\*\*\*(0.002)17,5520.0070.010\*\*\*(0.001)18,6860.0060.005\*\*\*(0.001)22,6480.0130.014\*\*\*(0.002) Have persistent cough15,5350.110−0.009(0.006)16,8480.112−0.023\*\*\*(0.006)18,6950.159−0.016\*\*(0.006)22,7370.127−0.025\*\*\*(0.005) Experienced depression15,5360.459−0.184\*\*\*(0.009)16,7200.381−0.086\*\*\*(0.007)18,6300.414−0.161\*\*\*(0.008)22,7420.447−0.083\*\*\*(0.008) Experienced chest pain15,5250.099−0.047\*\*\*(0.006)16,8470.070−0.018\*\*\*(0.005)18,6960.086−0.031\*\*\*(0.005)22,7350.093−0.030\*\*\*(0.004) Self-reported poor health15,5350.177−0.074\*\*\*(0.007)17,6000.101−0.026\*\*\*(0.005)18,6980.110−0.023\*\*\*(0.005)22,7440.108−0.018\*\*\*(0.004) Health index15,296−0.125−0.019\*\*\*(0.003)16,342−0.050−0.001(0.002)18,415−0.089−0.007\*\*\*(0.002)19,2200.034−0.003\*\*(0.001)Panel B: Using household per capita income by adult equivalentWave 1Wave 2Wave 3Wave 4VariablesObsMeanCCISEObsMeanCCISEObsMeanCCISEObsMeanCCISE Diagnosed of tuberculosis15,5520.036−0.032\*\*\*(0.003)17,5510.031−0.023\*\*\*(0.003)18,6730.047−0.031\*\*\*(0.004)21,9370.035−0.034\*\*\*(0.003) Have high blood pressure15,5620.1350.025\*\*\*(0.006)17,5220.1130.038\*\*\*(0.006)18,6660.1610.038\*\*\*(0.006)20,3580.1060.022\*\*\*(0.005) Diagnosed of diabetes15,5270.0350.025\*\*\*(0.003)17,5360.0350.021\*\*\*(0.003)18,6380.0460.027\*\*\*(0.004)22,0340.0360.033\*\*\*(0.003) Diagnosed of stroke15,5270.009−0.006\*\*\*(0.002)17,5640.0070.001(0.001)18,6820.008−0.005\*\*\*(0.002)22,5750.009−0.002(0.001) Diagnosed of heart diseases15,5140.030−0.011\*\*\*(0.003)17,5360.018−0.011\*\*\*(0.002)18,6730.026−0.010\*\*\*(0.002)22,3560.018−0.000(0.002) Diagnosed of cancer15,5050.0070.013\*\*\*(0.002)17,5520.0070.010\*\*\*(0.001)18,6860.0060.005\*\*\*(0.001)22,6480.0130.013\*\*\*(0.002) Have persistent cough15,5350.110−0.017\*\*\*(0.006)16,8480.112−0.022\*\*\*(0.006)18,6950.159−0.026\*\*(0.006)22,7370.127−0.029\*\*\*(0.005) Experienced depression15,5360.459−0.187\*\*\*(0.009)16,7200.381−0.094\*\*\*(0.009)18,6300.414−0.167\*\*\*(0.008)22,7420.447−0.085\*\*\*(0.008) Experienced chest pain15,5250.099−0.047\*\*\*(0.006)16,8470.070−0.020\*\*\*(0.005)18,6960.086−0.035\*\*\*(0.005)22,7350.093−0.040\*\*\*(0.004) Self-reported poor health15,5350.177−0.079\*\*\*(0.007)17,6000.101−0.030\*\*\*(0.005)18,6980.110−0.029\*\*\*(0.005)22,7440.108−0.025\*\*\*(0.005) Health index15,296−0.125−0.021\*\*\*(0.003)16,342−0.050−0.004(0.002)18,415−0.089−0.010\*\*\*(0.002)19,2200.034−0.004\*\*\*(0.001)Notes: Results presented in this table are corrected concentration indices for income-related health inequality. The health indicators are all binary outcomes equivalent to 1 if the respondent is diagnosed of a given disease. The health index is continuous with high values representing poor health outcomes. The income variables are both continuous. Negative values of the concentration indices indicate that poor health is concentrated among individuals from low-income households. \*\*\*Statistically significant at the 1% level; statistically significant at the 5% level; \*statistically significant at the 10% level. Obs is observations and SE are standard error of the CCI

It is evident from Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"} that the prevalence of lifestyle-related diseases is higher among individuals in the lower income quintiles. This is seen over time with the exception of cancer which is more prevalent among those in the highest income quintile. The concentration indices for most of the health indicators in Table [3](#Tab3){ref-type="table"} are negative, indicating a concentration of ill-health among the poor. For example, the concentration indices for the health index range from −0.019 in Wave 1 to −0.003 in Wave 4, indicating a decline in income-related inequality over time. Generally, the inequality indices are higher when household per capita income is used than when the per capita income by adult equivalent is used. However, the results are consistent across the two measures, indicating that there is an income gradient in health that varies among diseases and across time.

In Table [4](#Tab4){ref-type="table"}, we summarise the percentage contributions of cigarette and harmful alcohol use to observed income-related health inequality. The contribution of each variable can be positive or negative, depending on the sign of its health effects and its distribution by income (shown by the sign of the CCI). A positive (negative) percentage contribution of each covariate implies that *ceteris paribus*, income-related health inequality will be lower if the covariate is equally distributed across income groups, or the covariate has a zero-health elasticity. Smoking accounts for 3.02 to 7.35% of all measured inequality in the health index in Wave 1 and Wave 4, respectively, and a maximum of 3.11% for self-reported health (see Wave 3 data in Table [4](#Tab4){ref-type="table"}). Alcohol use accounts for 15.44 to 27.83% of all measured inequality in the health index in Wave 1 and Wave 4, respectively, with a maximum of 3.63% for self-reported health (see Wave 2 of Table [4](#Tab4){ref-type="table"}). Using the EQ-5D[1](#Fn1){ref-type="fn"} as a measure of health, Vallejo-Torres and Morris \[[@CR45]\] obtains a maximum contribution of 2.3% for smoking in for UK. While the percentage contributions of smoking and alcohol use to individual diseases are small, their overall effect on health (measured by the health index) is larger.Table 4The contribution of Smoking and alcohol to income-related inequalities by disease type and by waveWave 1Wave 2Cigarette smokingAlcohol consumptionCigarette smokingAlcohol consumptionElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%Diagnosed of tuberculosis−0.0005−0.0002−0.19810.00800.00853.19600.0020.0010.7690.0040.0051.738Have high blood pressure−0.0053−0.0019−2.1114−0.0007−0.0007−0.2766−0.005−0.002−2.099−0.002−0.002−0.854Diagnosed of diabetes−0.0028−0.0010−1.1269−0.0025−0.0026−0.9862−0.003−0.001−1.152−0.003−0.003−1.146Diagnosed of stroke−0.0011−0.0004−0.44740.00070.00080.28560.0010.0000.248−0.002−0.002−0.741Diagnosed of heart diseases−0.0013−0.0005−0.5236−0.0011−0.0011−0.42600.0000.0000.057−0.001−0.001−0.323Diagnosed of cancer−0.0011−0.0004−0.45060.00090.00090.3508−0.001−0.000−0.271−0.001−0.001−0.460Have persistent cough0.00340.00121.34070.00950.01023.81180.0070.0022.6460.0160.0176.392Experienced depression0.00440.00161.75590.00850.00913.40840.0040.0011.7220.0180.0207.339Experienced chest pain0.00390.00141.56590.00710.00762.85200.0060.0022.3940.0100.0103.806Self-reported poor health−0.0007−0.0002−0.27760.00910.00973.62950.0020.0010.6070.0030.0041.389Health index0.00750.00273.01760.03860.041215.43960.02060.00708.15850.04870.051819.4776Wave 3Wave 3Cigarette smokingAlcohol consumptionCigarette smokingAlcohol consumptionElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%Diagnosed of tuberculosis0.00290.00091.14960.00450.00351.79420.00050.00010.20670.00870.00673.4760Have high blood pressure−0.0028−0.0008−1.1220−0.0039−0.0030−1.5486−0.0032−0.0007−1.26240.00780.00603.1219Diagnosed of diabetes−0.0035−0.0010−1.3990−0.0055−0.0043−2.2132−0.0059−0.0013−2.36020.00560.00432.2349Diagnosed of stroke−0.0008−0.0002−0.31290.00080.00060.3026−0.0001−0.0000−0.03880.00030.00020.1137Diagnosed of heart diseases0.00460.00141.8397−0.0023−0.0018−0.91340.00240.00050.94560.00160.00120.6467Diagnosed of cancer0.00020.00010.08980.00010.00010.03260.00250.00050.99800.00020.00010.0750Have persistent cough0.01360.00415.45910.00830.00653.32630.00840.00183.35590.01090.00834.3491Experienced depression0.00850.00253.38910.01700.01336.78450.01320.00285.29200.01150.00884.6195Experienced chest pain0.00690.00212.74040.00320.00251.28250.00530.00112.13750.01080.00834.3228Self-reported poor health0.00780.00233.11000.00060.00050.23110.00550.00122.19410.00340.00261.3667Health index0.01680.01326.72220.05320.016021.28770.01840.00397.34670.06960.053327.8292Notes: Results presented in this table are elasticities, contributions, and percentage contributions of cigarette smoking and alcohol consumption to income-related health inequality. The results are obtained by decomposing the income-related health inequality indices into health related covariates, including smoking and alcohol use. The health indicators are all binary outcomes equivalent to 1 if the respondent is diagnosed of a given disease. The health index is continuous with high values representing poor health outcomes. The tobacco and alcohol use variables are both binary equal to 1 if the respondent is a current smoker or drink regularly. Other covariates include household per capita income, gender, categories for age, province of residence, race, marital status, and education

Our data indicates that some individuals are both smokers and drinkers, and others are neither smokers nor drinkers. There is need to examine the separate contribution of non-smoking drinkers, non-drinking smokers and smoking drinkers to the measured inequality in health. In Table [5](#Tab5){ref-type="table"}, we report the combined percentage contribution of smoking and alcohol use to income-related health inequality. The analysis is limited to self-reported health and the health index. The combined use of cigarettes and alcohol accounts for 9.83 to 17.61% of all measured inequality in the health index in Wave 1 and Wave 4, respectively, with a maximum of 2.8% for self-reported health (see Wave 1 of Table [5](#Tab5){ref-type="table"}). The contributions from non-smoking drinkers are generally higher than those from non-drinking smokers. This suggests that individuals who are both smokers and drinkers have higher risk of ill-health than non-smoking drinkers and non-drinking smokers. Because the effects of smoking on health are not immediate, we also examine the contribution of smoking duration on health separately. For smoking-related ill-health, the estimates are higher when smoking duration is considered than when smoking participation is used (see Table [6](#Tab6){ref-type="table"}). In the analysis, we control for covariates that are associated with health, so that the estimated effects of smoking and alcohol consumption are unconditional.Table 5The Combine contribution of Smoking and alcohol to income-related inequalities in health by waveWave 1Wave 2Health IndexSelf-reported healthHealth IndexSelf-reported healthElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%Individual only smokes0.0040.0001.5210.0010.0000.4900.0080.0003.1250.0000.0000.127Individual only drinks0.0210.0078.5640.0030.0011.0490.0340.01113.5270.0020.0010.775Individual drinks and smokes0.0250.0189.8340.0070.0052.8020.0340.02513.5330.0030.0011.046Wave 3Wave 4Health IndexSelf-reported healthHealth IndexSelf-reported healthElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution%Individual only smokes0.0220.0018.8790.0020.0010.8350.0030.0001.2050.0000.0000.004Individual only drinks0.0240.0139.6390.0030.0001.1830.0420.00916.7860.0010.0010.322Individual drinks and smokes0.0420.01016.9620.0060.0012.2630.0440.02517.6130.0060.0012.569Notes: Results presented in this table are elasticities, contributions, and percentage contributions of cigarette smoking and alcohol consumption to income-related health inequality. The results are obtained by decomposing the income-related health inequality indices into health related covariates, including smoking and alcohol use. Self-reported health is binary and the health index is continuous with high values representing poor health outcomes. The tobacco and alcohol use variables is categorical. Other covariates include household per capita income, gender, categories for age, province of residence, race, marital status, and education Table 6The contribution of smoking duration on income-related inequalities by waveWave 1Wave 2VariableElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution% Self-reported health0.0020.0140.6140.0010.0090.353 Health Index0.0130.1145.1260.0190.1937.659Wave 3Wave 4VariableElasticityContribution%ElasticityContribution% Self-reported health0.0040.0381.7200.0040.0031.779 Health Index0.0350.31514.1040.0370.02514.674Notes: Results presented in this table are elasticities, contributions, and percentage contributions of smoking duration to income-related health inequality. The results are obtained by decomposing the income-related health inequality indices into health related covariates, including smoking duration. Self-reported healthis binary while the health index is continuous with high values representing poor health outcomes. Smoking duration is continuous ranging from zero. Other covariates include household per capita income, gender, categories for age, province of residence, race, marital status, and education

Discussion {#Sec11}
==========

International evidence has attempted to measure the contribution of smoking, alcohol use and obesity to socioeconomic-related inequalities in self-reported health \[[@CR4], [@CR44], [@CR45]\]. A consistent positive contribution of these lifestyle factors to income-related inequality in self-reported health has been identified. In the context of South Africa, a number of studies have highlighted the prevalence of both communicable and non-communicable diseases among poor individuals and households (see \[[@CR1], [@CR2]\]). These studies show inequality in the distribution of health outcomes between the poor and the rich, but do not show how this can be attributed to differences in lifestyles. This paper attempts to provide evidence of the contribution of smoking and alcohol use on income-related health inequality in South Africa and in the process contribute to the international literature by incorporating more objective measures of lifestyle-related health outcomes.

We first measure smoking-related health inequality and income-related health inequality for a number of health indicators, using NIDS 2008--2015, a national representative panel data set for South Africa. Second, we decompose the income-related health inequality indices into observable health-related covariates, including smoking and alcohol consumption. The findings suggest that, for all health indicators, the burden of ill-health is significantly concentrated among individuals with high smoking intensity and longer smoking duration. The magnitude of the inequalities varies significantly among diseases and across waves. The majority of the health indicators show marked inequality related to smoking duration rather than to smoking intensity. For example, the concentration indices for the health index are larger when smoking duration is used than when smoking intensity is used. Effective tobacco control policies that reduce the prevalence of tobacco use among the poor than the rich are likely to narrow smoking-related health inequalities.

Two different measures of income are used to compute income-related inequality, namely, household per capita income and household per capita income by adult equivalent scale. Inequality in the distribution of most of the diseases is concentrated among the poor than among the rich. The findings are generally consistent across the different measures of income. The magnitude of income-related inequality varies across waves (it increases as we move from Wave 1 to Wave 4) and among health indicators. Using repeated cross-sectional data to explore inequality trends in the United Kingdom (UK), \[[@CR25], [@CR45]\] confirm a modest increase in income-related health inequality over time. This paper has shown that smoking and alcohol consumption contribute positively to income-related inequality in health, deteriorate health significantly, and are concentrated mainly among the poor (*CCIs \>* 0). In general, the contributions of alcohol consumption are larger than the contributions from cigarette smoking (probably due to the proportion of alcohol users in the sample) and both increase over time. In all waves, the contributions of smoking and alcohol use to income-related inequality are significant, but less than the overall contributions from other factors.

Therefore, reducing tobacco consumption and alcohol use could be an effective policy for reducing the prevalence of lifestyle-related diseases and narrowing inequalities in health in South Africa. While the prevalence of these avoidable risky health behaviours are expected to be concentrated among the poor, related interventions are also more likely to cause the poor to quit or not to initiate such behaviours. However, the poor are more likely than the rich to switch to consuming illicit cigarettes and alcohol (cheaper options), but these unregulated alcohol products may be more dangerous to health. To validate this argument, information on consumption of illicit alcohol and tobacco products at an individual level is required. Unfortunately, data on illicit consumption of both tobacco and alcohol is difficult to collect and rarely collected in surveys.

The existing data allows us to analyse smoking-related inequality in health. However, it could not be used to analyse alcohol-related inequality in health. NIDS has no information on the intensity and duration of alcohol consumption, limiting the discussion on alcohol-related health inequality. A comparison of smoking-related inequality in health and alcohol-related inequality in health in South Africa requires a comprehensive data set on alcohol consumption in the country.

The lifestyle-related diseases profile used are self-reported, but are based on medical diagnoses and are regarded as objective indicators of health. However, the assumption is that respondents fully understand and accurately report their diagnoses. It seems plausible that higher income groups or the more educated have a better understanding of medical terminology and more accurately report their health problems. In addition, those who have limited access to medical care will not know of their disease profile (those with less income and limited access to quality medical care may have these diseases but may not be aware of them). If this is the case, measurement error may bias our findings on the extent of health inequality. To address this bias requires individuals to be diagnosed of these diseases at the point of data collection.

Conclusion {#Sec12}
==========

This paper contributes to existing evidence by incorporating more objective measures of health that are directly associated with smoking and harmful alcohol use. Inequality in the distribution of most of the associated diseases is concentrated among the poor than among the rich, irrespective of the income measure used. Evidence suggest that smoking and harmful alcohol use contribute positively to income-related inequality in health. The contributions from alcohol are generally larger (probably due to the proportion of alcohol users in the sample). For all health indicators, the burden of ill-health is significantly higher when more objective measures of health are considered, than when self-reported health is considered. The contributions of smoking and alcohol use to income-related inequality are significant but less than the overall contributions from other factors. Reducing tobacco and alcohol use could be an effective strategy for reducing the prevalence of such lifestyle-related diseases, and narrowing inequalities in health. While the prevalence of these avoidable risky health behaviours are expected to be concentrated among the poor, related interventions are more likely to cause them to quit or not to initiate such behaviours. Concerted efforts of the government to effectively reduce the rate of tobacco and harmful alcohol use, especially among the poor are likely to narrow health inequalities in South Africa.

CCI

:   Corrected concentration index

CI

:   Concentration index

NCDs

:   Non-communicable diseases

NIDS

:   National income dynamic survey

SRH

:   Self-reported Health

UK

:   United Kingdom

WHO

:   World Health Organisation

The EQ-5D is a generic measure of health status which is applicable to a wide range of health conditions and treatments, and provides a descriptive profile that is reducible to a single index value for health status.
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